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State Compliance Based on 1998 Reports: Jail and
Lockup Removal, Sec. 223(a)(14)
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Alabama O New Hampshire 0
Alaska 0 New Jersey 0
Arizona O New Mexico o
Arkansas O New York
California O North Carolina O
Colorado O North Dakota u
Connecticut 0 Ohio o
Delaware o Oklahoma g
Dist. of Columbia | O Oregon O
Florida O Pennsylvania
Georgia O Rhode Island
Hawaii 0 South Carolina O
Idaho 0 South Dakota®
Ilinois 0 Tennessee
Indiana a Texas
lowa 0 Utah g
Kansas O Vermont d
Kentucky 0 Virginia o
Louisiana O Washington o
Maine O West Virginia o
Maryland O Wisconsin g
Massachusetts o Wyoming”
Michigan u] Amer. Samoa 0
Minnesota 0 Guam o
Mississippi 0 N. Mariana Is. o
Missouri 0 Puerto Rico g
Montana 0 Virgin Is. O
Nebraska o TOTALS 11 38 3 2
Nevada U

“State was found in compliance based on the numerical or substantive de minimis standard criteria set forth in Section
31.303(f)(6)(iii)(B) of the OJJDP Formula Grants Regulation (28 C.F.R. 31) and published in the May 31, 1995, Federal Register.

PSouth Dakota and Wyoming did not participate in the FY 2000 Formula Grants program.
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